
THE COURTS.

Interesting Proceedings in the United States,
New York and Brooklyn Courts.

Alleged Perjury.Businca or die Uuited Btates
Circuit Court.The Jim Irviag Trial.Contemptof Court Caa?.Violation of the RevenueLaw.Verdict Against a City

Railroad-Decision*.Alleged ForgeryAgainst a Lawyer.BusU
nea of the General Sessions.

UWTEO STATES SUPREME COURT.
Aatloa A(ilo*i the c'unurd futaff Java fer
Moaning Down a Ketaonner.A l.oya I LatliU
aaiaa Snea the fclnverament for STOiAUS.A
Haart Virginia Kebel Seize* and Sella
Property l'artly Pur.'buaed from 11 im.importantDecision* rum the Court of ( laiaia.

Washington, March 27, 1872.
Ho. 145. Burns et aL vs. Judd Liuaced and Hperm

Oil Company.Appeal Irom me Circuit Court lor
the District of Massachusetts..Ttie Ubeilauls, appellees,were tiie owners of a cargo of linseed
wnien was snipped ou board the schooner James
McCidskey, bound lroai Boston lor New font. Tno
schooner was towed iroin Bast Boston into me
stream and was getting under way near tho schoolsnipueorge a. Barnard, aud had only a part oi uer
foresail uoisted, when her master saw t.ie cuuard
steamer Java coming rouud the stern oi me
sobooishlp aud making directly lor lue schooue..
The schoouor's lieim was put haru-a-stai board out
tue steamer struck her aoait lue mu>n rigging
aud knocked a ho e mrougu her, and tue liuseed
was damaged. Tue appellants, owners or the Java,
DliSdeu inevitable accident, aud too ulsiriui court
sustained lue plea, dismissing the libel, the circuitCourt, Huaiug the same state ot tacts, held that
tue Java was at I'auit tu voiuu.uiily aud irom her
own convenience placiua nerseir in a position
where, meeting a small vessel in a place uot uuUou.ilaud wnere such a meeting might reasonably
nave neon expected, she could do nothing by her
machinery, uer anchors or uer uelm to avoid tue
eodislou. The decree oi the District Court was re-
versed, and irom misdecreo ot reversal tne cause
comes here, me appellants insisting that the
steamer promptly auu property inauueuviHu, auu
that sue cannot t>e held responsible iur tuo position
be occupied. W. u. Husseil lor appellants; K. 11.

Dana, Jr., lor appellees. I
No. 148. i'ugh vs. 'ibe United States.Appeal

from tbe Court ol Claims..I'ugh alleging nimself to
be a native and a loyal citizen of tbe United states,
wbo never In any way aided tbe rebellion, Bued to
recover £72,808 for property destroyed on bis plantationIn Louisiana, and lor its occupation and
reuiat by tbe government, it being cialmed tbat tbe
government nad possession oi it lor the years is84
and lstij, una tbat it was rented 10 parties wbo
made about fifteen thousand dollars per annum of
sugar and moiasses ou it. The claimant alleges
tbat under the advice oi bis pnysician be weut to
lexus lor bis uealta in ISO , leaviug ins plantation
Ui charge ot an agent, and tnat the government
forces dispossessed nis agent and appropriated
bis propeity. ihe court oi Claims dismissed
tbe petition, for want ol jurisdiction, holding tbat It
c^uid not udjuuica.e a case luvoivmg "a claim
against tbe United Slates glowing out of tbe de-
sirutuoa or appropriation or damage to property
by tue army or navy engaged in ttie suppression of
tbe rebellion.*' (Act ol July 4, i»6i.i it is here lasls.edmat tue government, caving taken possessionof tne property and restored it la a damaged
condition, there is au Implied contract to pay lor
tne use und to restore it in us good a condition as
wuen luKeu. 11 Is also said that tne moilou iu dismissueuig in tne nature of a demurrer or equivalentthereto, It aduuued tbe allegations of toe petition,und, tuere.ore, in case tne jurisdiction is sustained,tbe judgment must ue lor tne cluluunt. F.
J. Uuvaut lor claimant; C. 11. lllll lor tne government.
No. 161. Bigler vs. Waller, Administrator, Ac..

Appeal irom tue Circuit Court for tbe District of
Virginia..TMs was a suit brongnt by iilgier, of
New York, against Waller, of Virginia, to nave a
certain bond and trust aeon in tbe nai are of a mortgagedecreed to nave been paid, nigler, beiore tbe
vur nnrcniiMAii m Wuli4»r ilftrn lanrl u trnnr r»# lunrt
lor »au,oou, paying $6,loo casu, and giving mortgageor trust ueeu in question lor lue uaiauce.
having made large improvements on tile placo and

(taymeats on tlie uiortg me to me extent 01 $1.1,000,
lie war caine on and tlie property was taken possessionol by tne rebels, and Waller, wuo was
au oiilcer ot tne icuei army, caused tbo
mortgage to be foiecloscd, ami a sale
Ol tlie estate at puolic auction. During it in Himself
lor $j7,ooj. 'ltie prayer was mat oerraiu aesiructionol property made by Waller's lessee, and the
reals una prods appropriated, shouid oe adjudged
s cancelling the mortgage, and tnat the piaintnr

auuuin be decreed enil ied to possession. Tue Court
lounn Uiglur s id ludebte i to Wader *13,000 on the
luorigage, and decreed mat he receive lYom Waller'saumin.stiatcr tue value ot $2,000 in Conlederatebonds or $15,S54, which sum Waller had
received us rent lor the piace; and lurther decreed
that hlgler nave possession upon pus lug Wader's
administrator $17,000 and certain costs ,0 oiuer partiesconcerned, and appointed a trustee to soil in
case tue sums decreed were not paid. From tnls
ueciee ino appeal Is taken. C. Uouiuson lor appellee;K. L. Fauciier lor appellant.
Mo. 164. (Jmted states vs. W llder.Appeal from

Court ol claims..In Mar, 1861, Burbuuk A Co. contractedwith tue Quartermaster's Department to
turuish transportation lor ah public stores irom 1st.
Paul to Fort Aoercrombte, Dakota, at the race or
$3 00 per 100 pounds. Tne contract speclllcd no

period of duration; but the transportation went on
under it until July, 1803, when, as alleged in an
exigeucy ui the government, Lrn bank & Co. declined10 ruruish lurther transportation at the same
rates, Under these en cuius lances tue QuartermasterIn charge agreed to pay tor the transportation
wuat 11 was reasonably wurm, ana $4 go per iuu
pounds was fixed upou; but me Department at
Washington reiused to pay auy greater sum
tbau $2 ao, originally agreed upou, lor Hie
reasoa that tiie obligation under that agreemeathad not been terminated oy reasonable
nobce. iiussult was to collect tne dlffereuce, the

(uveruiueni having paid in ind at tne rate 01 $2 so.
ue petition was filed more tnan six years from the

conclusion 01 the services, but less tnau six years
from the time 01 payment. The court 01 Claims
neid tnat tne contractors had a valid claim, and
tuat it was brought within tuo time allowed oy law.
The government here insists tuat tue payment of
$2 00 per J jo pounus did nut acsnowiecu-e tliat tne
sum sued lor was due, bo as to tuktc tne case out of
tuesutuio oi UuiitaUuus, una mat tuere is uotnwg
due ine claliuauts under tne advance agreed upou
by the ywaitermaster, case submitted on the
printed bnels. C. II. 11111 for government; Sandporn6 King tor claimants. I
Mo. 492. Armstrong vs. United States.Appeal

from tue Court 01 Claims..This was an action to re-
cover proceeds of cotton Betzea under the Captured
pnd Abandoned Property act, in wulch the question ]
was upon the loyaity of the claimant. The Court
below interred disloyalty from the fact that mo
claimant repaired south as the troops of the United
States appruaciicd, una the judgment was agalust
her. fins Court uo not pass Judgment flphil tnli
ruling, but reverse the Judgment 01 the court of
Claims, ou the ground that the proclamation 01 pardonand amuerny ot December vs. is s.winr.ii km

?ucop<luionai una Without reservation.nas rcuereuit unnecessary to deiermluo the question,
uis wad a puniic act, 01 wulcu all conrts aro bound

to lake notice and to entry lntq eflocl. The Clitel
Justice delivered lite opinion.

ho. Hi. United States vs^fcrussell.Appeal from
the Court oi Claims.TUtt was a proceeding to recovertne amount of the proceeds or ccrlalu cotton
aelzed under tub fcapiured and Abandoned Property
act, and the quest 1011 was upon tne proof or tne 1

,'proceeds having lieea paid luto tne treasury; lor
Without ihst tact being before tne Court tbere could
be no recovery, 'ine Court below found irom the
elrcumsiauocs tnat tne proceeds bad been paid
Into tue treasury, and tne claimant was allowed to
recover. Tins court affirm the jndgme.it, the Chief
Justice delivering the opinion. Disseutiug, Justices
Davis. Swayue and Minor, wno ho d that the bar-
den or tue proof is on the claimant to show tnat tue
money lias been paid into tne treasury. i

No. BJ. Sears vs. Steamer scoila.Appeal from J
the Circuit court for the (southern District or New
York..In this case the Court affirm uie decree of
tbo Circuit court, holding tbat both under the law
of the sea and tne act of 1664 It is obligatory on
ships at eea to display colored sido lights, and that
under the utter mis regulation is to oe enforced in
the case of a collision at sea ouiside tho jurisdiction
of auv nation, even when the suit is between our
citizens aim the cmzeus ot a foreign btate. Mr.
Justice throng delivered tne opinion. .

No. 136. btclnbock vs. Hellcf Fire Insurance Companyof New York.Error to the Circuit Court for
Maryland..This was an action on a policy of in

urnnceon the plalntlirs stock of lanoy goods, toys
pud otner arricles in his Hue of business as a Ger-
man Joboer and Importer, it was stipulated in
wrltlug that he should be privileged to keepHie crac.ers on sale. It appearing that
at tin; iimo of the Are tho niaiutiiT had11row oris in ins store for s.de, lie oflt-red ovidencettiat uri-works were ail article in Ms lino of business
as a geueral joboer and importer, for the purposeot showing tiuttiiiey were covered by the writtenwords oi tne policy."other articles in his line ofbusiness." rue Court rejected the evidence, and
tne verdict was for Uiecoiiipauy. Tins Court affirms
tue judgment, saying tout mere can be no doubt
thai the evidence was properly rejected. The Chief
Justice delivered Hie opinion.

No. 10s. Conrud vs. llnziett. et al..Appeal from
the Circuit Court, for tne District of Missouri..'Ihis
was u case of collision op tut outo AIvor between

NKW Y
the nttramtmatfr Katie and Dea Molnea This Court
affirms itie decree ot the Circuit Court, holding that
botu vessels were at fault, and ordering the damagesto oe apportioned between them. Mr. Justice
Davis delivered tne opinion.
No. 12*. Miller vs. Watklns and tbe Patent Nut

and Uoit Company..Error to tbe C rcult Court ol
Louisiana. Tbia was an action to recover on an

alleged contract wttb Watkins, made for tne Patent
Companr, by wnicn It was agreed tbe latter should
manufacture cottou Iron ties under Butler's patent
and divide tbe profile after payment ol expenses,
lue deienco was nut no contract existed; ibat a
droit ol a proposed contract was made, but not
signed, and that tue mreeraent was never completed.Uuder tne instruocious of tbe the Court tne
verdict Wd8 ior tbe company, and tbe judgment
entered is nere reversal oecause of error in tue rulingof tue Court la excluding letters from tne defendantsIn error teuding to stiow their motives In
negotiating with Butler. Mr. Justice fciroug de>
livered the opinion.
No. 589. Union Mu'nalLlfe Insurance Company,

of Maine, vs. Wilkinson.Error to the. Circuit Court
for Iowa..This was a salt on a policy of insurance
taken by Wilkinson, a rosUeut of Iowa, on tbe life
of his wife. The deieuce was that tbe wife bad inciplentconsumption wueu the insurance was obtained,wnicb fact was iramluleuuy suppressed,
and mat she bad been vea'S before seriously injured
by tailing irorn a tree, wbicii lact was also lrauduIciitlysuppressed. Tne two creations wore subuwed to the jury, and tliey fouud lor the insured
tn both lusts rices, lne case was brougnt here on a
writ of error to the judgment, and this Court
affirms the judgment finding no error in tue ruling
nt tnft (linirt. tieliiw. Mr JnstlcA Miller delivered
toe opinion.
No. Hi. Stoughton vs. Oerson.Appeal rrom the

rirculi Court lor Maryland..This was a proceeding
to obtain a sale of two steamboats, one of wuicb
was purcuased Dy too intestate of Stonghton of
fierson. a mortgage being given on tne one purcuased.and another owned by tne lutesuie 10
Co secure a balance of purcnase money, ine delencewas laiso representations by tUe broker
making tne sum 01 tlie vessel, In stating that she
lid uot draw more man uireo and a half leet of
water. The Court bolow found that tne allegations
Df tne defence were not proven and the judgment
was lor oersou, and this Court alllrms tne judgment.Mr. Justice Field delivered the opinion.
No. 366. Monger vs. Shirley.Appeal lrom the

Circuit court for East Tennessee..Appeal dismissed.
No. T. Original. Exparce McNeil.Petition for

writ oi prohibition to the District Court for tho
Eastern district oi New York..Application denied
and petition dismissed.
No. 8. original. Exparte land..Same order.
No. 18. tinted Stales vs. Sitvey.Appeal lrom the

Court of Claims..Affirmed by a divided Court.
No. lo. original. Exoarto T. Jefferson Greer..In

this case, which is one oi the Ku Klux cases from
south Carolina, under the Enforcement act of 1870,
ihe Court have directed writs ol habeas corpus and
certlormi to issue, to lirnnr un the cominlLiueut for
examination here. ana tne writs are returnable on
ttie stli proximo and to be beard on the I2tu.

Important Patent Suit.\ Manufacturer of
Locomotive and Car Wheel* Aliened to
Have Obtained Patent Privilege* by Fraud.
TUe Heading Railroad Company Concealing;
tbe Power of tbe state of Peunaylvanla to
Tax for Gooda Transported Beyond the
State Limits.

Washington, March 23, 1872.
No. 147. Mowry vs. Whitney.Appeal lrom tbe

Circuit Court for tbe Eastern District of PennsylvaniaTbe bill in tbis case was bled to obtain an Inquisitionagainst Wbltuey to restrain a proceeding prosecutedm the Circuit Court for onio against Mowry,
tor an alleged infringement of a patent granted to
Whitney, In 1848, for a "process tor prolonging the
time of cooling in connection with annealing east
Iron railroad oar wheels." The bill recites that the
extension of Whitney's patent, granted In 18U2.
Is void, because procured by means of fraud
and deceit practised on the Commissioners of
Paients in respect to the profits of the patentee,
and alleges mat this fraud cannot be used in me
defence to the suit in Ohio, because mat case has
been decided against me piaiutuf in this, and is
beiore a commissioner lor an account; and that It
was not used on the trial, because it was not known
until the trial that such iraud was used in procuringthe extension, having been ascertained from
the testimony on tue inal.
The Court held on demurrer to the bill that it

could not interfere with me Onto proceeding withoutusurping me appeluue jurisdiction oi mis Court
and collaterally nullify lug what it is prohibitediroui even reversing, and the petition
was dismissed. It is here claimed that
while the circuit Court of Pennsylvania had
no powet to direot or control the proceedings of tue
Circuit Court lor Ohio, It did have Jurisdiction over
tne deiendant, Wuituey, together with lull power to
eujolu and restrain him lroiu prosecuting a suit in
the oilier Court, wnere, as shown bv the bill in this
case, the suit which he was sought to bo enjoined
lrom prosecuting was founded on an Instrument
irauduieutiy procured, and tue prosecution of tne
suit upun it was contrary to equity and good con*
liPiA.iPA 4 fi. Tliiirmnn Inr nniiHllAnl.* Hnnrtr Hulii_

wiu, Jr., tor tlie appellee.
No. 165. Reading Railroad Company vs. The

Btalo ol Pennsylvania, and ISO, Same, vs. Same.
Error to the Supreme Court or Pennsylvania..In
February, 1856, the Legislature or Pennsylvania
passed an act which provided thai in addition to
the taxes then provided tor by law every railroad,
canal and transportation company Incorporated
under the laws or the State, and not liable to the
tax upon incomes under existing laws, shall pay to
the State a tax o( three-fourths of one per cent upon
the gross receipts ot the company, the tax to be paid
Bemi-annuaily before tlie 1st day of July and January,commencing on the 1st day of July. 1866; and
for the purpose of ascertaining the amount of the
same it was tnado the duty of the Treasurer to
transmit to the Auditor General, at the nates fixed,
a statement, under oath or affirmation, or the
amount ol gross receipts of the company during the
period of six months; and If there was refusal or
lalluro lor a period of thirty days after the tax became
due to make return or to pay tne tax, an addition of
ten per cent should be collected. Under this act the
company paid the tax on that portion of their gross
receipts derived entirely from transportation of
goous to bo delivered within the State, but relused
to pay on that portion which was derived irom
transportation intended to go without tne State.
From a judgment lor the latter amount the writ of
error is taken, and the plaintiffs in error contend
that that portion of the gross receipts ol a corporaLionare not liable to a tax tne same as that portion
of its transportation within the State. This tax,
charged equatlr on all the gross receipts derived
from every source, constitutes an unconstitutional
regulation ol commerce, so far as it taxes the gross
receipts from inter-State traffic.
No. 156 presents precisely the same question, exceptthat the tax is npon tne tonnage of the road

which was transported beyond the borders of the
State, and the lamlllar argument is therefore made
that so far as the tax is Imposed on transportation
from or into tbo Stato it conflicts with the clause In
the constitution which gives to congress the power
to regulate commerce with foreign nations, among
the several States and with the Indian trlues. on
tne part of tue State it is insisted that if It is a regulationof oomtnerce to Impose such a tax tue State
has a right uudor tne clause or the constitution
quoted to make sucn a regulation, Congress not
having prohibited it by legislation. J. E. oowait
and ft. A. Lamoerton lor plaintiffs; s. W. Smith and
F. Carroll liiewster lor defendants.

I'hlTH? STATtl aUCd'T COURT
Aliened Perjury.

Before Judire Benedict.
Yesterday James S. Woodhouse was pat upon his

trial oa aa indictment charging that he hod com.
milted perjury by swearing in an affidavit made by
Him before Commissioner Osborn that ho owned
nx acres of land on Franklin avenue, Brooklyn;
that he was the sole owner or the same; that It was
not encumbered, and that he had paid the taxes
apon the property named up to'the present
time. Tills affidavit was sworn to by Wood*
house for the purpose of having hi in
taken as bail in a certain bankruptcy
proceeding thai was pendtng before Commissioner
dsborn. For ihe prosecution evidence was given
to show tnat the property mentioned in the defendhut'saffidavit as belonging to nim was now actually
held by one Jacob Webber, who had got possession
pf it on consideration of a payment of $uo,ooo to a
person named Meyer; that the taxes had been since
1864 paid in the name ot a party other than tnc defendant.and that Webber bad assumed a mortgage
of $20,000 upon his purchase. Ihe defendant set
op tnat he had a title to the property rrom one
Watson, but this allegation was controverted by the
rovernmeut. Mr. Charles S. Bpencer summed up
ihe case on the part of the defendant, and Mr.
Davis, Assistant District Attorney, tor tne government.The Jury, after a brief charge from the Judge
and having deliberated lor live minutes, found the
defendant guilty.^ , .

Business of the Court.
Judge Benedict stated that as the present term of

the Court ended upon (Saturday he would on that
day, at ten o'clock in the morning, sentence tho
prisoners who had been recently convicted berore
him.
Tne Conrt ttion adjourned.

The Trial of Exo.tsncmblyman .Tomes Irving.
As the present criminal term of the United states

Circuit Court, belore Judge Benedict, ends on Saturday,t: Is utterly imposalblo that toe second trial
of James Irving. ex-Assemblyman, for alleged vloloutassault upon Deputy Marsnal Dowley, can now
take place beiore the adjournment of the conrt. It
will no remombered tnat the alleged assauU was
commuted wads the Deputy Marshal was making
efforts 10 arrest uwen Ueoghegan, in the neighborhoodof Fifteenth street and First avenae, tor some
imputed violation ul tho Election law. Ueoghegan,
as already stated in the ubralu. has surrendered
and given bail, to take his trial when called upon;
bui it is not likely that eltner his trial or that or
Junto* Irving otui be had Belt BPUUk VAKA mi

ORK HERALD, FRIDAY, M
possibly be devoted vo tbe disposal of important civil an
and equity suits. re

ov
UNITED STATES DISTRICT CMT-IN RARKRJPTCT. ca

Alleged Contempt of Court. tin
In the case of L. 0. Hjde against Michael Stelner ^

and others Judge Hiatch.'ord hat reserved his tie- 00
cisiou, upon a motion which was argued belore him '

t.i nnni.h tor .11...,! nf th.|th(
*" Mil

thorny of the Court la violating an injuuctlon tnai ba
ha been Issued 111 re-pect ol certain bankruptcy an
proceedings in Illinois. It was maintained during mi
the argument thai a party could not plead a ueiect HpIn an lnjuuotlou as au excuse lor disobeying Its UCi
directions, and that allegations or conieinpi made wi
upon nirormatiOQ and better were noi sudlcieut to mt
Justlly the Court in indicting punishmentui,:

v act
UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS' COURT. ">«

coi
Alleged Vlolniion of (lie Revenue I.avr. for

daBefore commissioner Shields. jj",
The United States vs. William Dooley..The de- ui

fendunt carries on bnsiaess in Fourteenth street
and Tenth avenue. He was charged with selling
cigars over the counter out ol boxes that were not
properly stamped. Having waived an examination
the Commissioner held him to await the action or i
the Grand Jury. 1u,The I titled States vs. Frances Barodo..The delendantnas a place or business in Souitt HUtu ave- (.'a
nue. He was held 111 $1,000 bail lor examination on aU
a charge ol manuiucturmg cigars without properly i

stampiug them.

SUPREME COURT.CNA13E8I
Thespian Graih'iues In Litigation. q

Before Judge Cardozo. uai
John S. Spencer vs. Charles 8. White..A motion lla

was made to vacate an order for the appointment
ot a receiver as to the rents of the Brooklyn Globe
Theatre. The parties were partners, and It U
claimed by tue plaintiff ihat they leased the theatre
toother parties lor $0 0 a month, aud that since Jqj
then the delen iant received the rents, without accountingto the plain iff fir the satua. The Court
reserved Its deelsiou on tho motion.

ilecialona.
aj juuge uaruozo. '

Samuel C. Barr vs. \N illiam Arrowsmlth et al.. leli
Motion denied; coats to abnie event.
Guiou vs. Kirney.Motion granted on payment of

$10 costs. >m
Compton vs. Leland..same. coi
Sackett et al. vb. Downing et al.Motion granted ...

on parment ol (lie taxable costs and $10^ tne costs
of tnis motion. for
White vs. White..Proof of service of summons trn

and ot deiault needed. h.
Annie Cliisam vs. ueorge w. Chisam..Judgment Ul1

of divorce granted on report ot referee. is i
Elizabeth u Oonnell vs. Miciiael Conncll..Re- mi

lerred back to reieree.

SUPERIOR COURT-SPECIAL TERM. pn
Dcrlnlonn. till

By .lodge Sedgwick. ini
Elizabeth F. Martin vs. Arthur Leary..Order rei

granted. dei
Marcella Rogers vs. Charles Rogers.Same. to

*Tho Delaware, Laokawunua anil Western Rail- do
road Company vs. James crower..Motion lor relcr- tlu
ence granted. tin
Ueorge Carpenter vs. Frederick Engelshtrchcr.. to

Order that bill as to second cause ot action shall nc
state character ol service tnoro particularly. sc
Bessie Nash vs. James A. Fagan.order granted. by

so

COURT OF. COMMON PLEAS-TRIAL TERM-PART I.
Verdict Agninat a I ity ituilrond Compnuy. llu

Before Judge J. F. Daly. or
jnlla Quiulan vs. Sixth Avenue Railroad Com* on

pauy..1This case, whlcn has been on trial eoveral
days, the fall particulars ol which have Deen pub- lll(
Ushed. was brought yesterday to a conclusion with a tri
verdict or $4,uoo for the plaintiff. It will be re- thi
membered that a runaway team ran into a car of gr
thA pnnniiinv In whmh rIia wan rifitnur. unci that. n.s tie
a result of the casualty, she was hurt lu the spine, ac
producing permanent injuries. ini

In
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.SPECIAL TESI.

lleclmons.
Ky Judge Robinson. y.,

Gilpin vs. Baltimore and Onto Railroad Com*
panv..Motion denied, with $ 10 costs. uv
Shuitz vs. Weston..Motion to set aside Inquest

denied and stay vacated, with $10 costs, gljl
Pchuelder vs. Pluckney..Motion lor commitment tu

denied, without costs. Sl>
Hobart vs. Lock wood..See draft ordor, ue

oi
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS. .

mm

A Hiver Thief Sent to the State Prison for ta
Five Venrs. ^

Before Recorder Hackett. ttn
The snmmtng up in tne case or Cornelias Ma- pe

honey, charged with being a river thief, in stealing
six tons ot Iron owned by the Ramapo Wheel and Qf
Iron Foundry Company, took place yesterday.
After the dctcuce was exhausted Assistant District jj'
Attorney Sullivan proceedod to sum np the case for [>i
the prosecution, and to demonstrate tnat the evi- >r
dence showed Mahoney to bo ono ot the most ex- su
tensive river thieves in New York, and urged upon tv
the jury the Importance of assisting tho prosecuting
officers and I ho Court in breaking up a system of foi
Awimlltms whlr.h rnha niAiT.ha.tila nf tnna nf fhmi. llll
sands of dollars' wot th of goods every year. bu
Tne Recorder delivered an elaborate, clear and an

impartial charge, alter wntctt the jury rendered a all
verdict or guilty. cu
Mr. Sullivan asked for judgment Ilia TTonor the w»

Recorder said that lu his Judgment nevor was there
a more righteous conviction rendered in this Court, be
and seat Mahoney to the State Prison lor live years tin
at hard labor. pe

Petty Larceny nnd Alleged Burglary.
Frank McMuhon, charged witn burglariously en- an

teilngtho premises of Richard Sheppard, 636 Sixth foi

avenue, and stealing a pair of Bhoes, was acquitted, jf'
Ellen Kelly, charged with stealing $30 worth of JJ:

clothing from John T. Doyle, pleaded guilty to petty .
larceny, and was sent to the Ponltontiary lor six ."
months.
Alleged Assault and Battery by a "Politician" tin

Upon a Horse Jockey. ,e(
Louis Eleral was tried upon an indictment charg- {?.

lng him with committing an assault and battery on th<
the llth of this month, at the llverr stable on the bT
corner of Seventh avenue and Thirty-eighth street. Th
The parties were dealers in horses, the complainant de
stating that he was a jockey, an 1 the defendant, ?"
when asked what his occupation was, said that ne b"
was a politician. He also aillrined that the bad to
feeling which existed between him and McLuughlln C01
arose out of the Stokes case, as the evldcnoe was tb'
irreconcilable the Jury gavo the benefit of the doubt btt
to tue politician, and a verdict of not guilty was u*(
rendered.

Forgery.
George Wtlks, alias John Roe, pleaded guilty to JJe!

forgery In the third degree, he having been indicted he
for forging a check upon the Tontn National Bank tre
on the 21st of September, 1170, as follows:.
Pay to tbe order of Qlendenning, Davis A Amory

$21,010. WILLIAM HOUUET A CU. **
It appears from a perusal or tne papers that toe

accused was charged with negotiating this check,
which was ultered from $24 to $24,000, and was Inducedto do so by otner parties, who evidently were A
the forgers. In view ol his youth and other mitigatingcircumstances the Recorder sent him to tne i
Penitentiary lor one year.

Alleged Larceny of a Horse nnd Wngon.
John M. Van Houston was placed on trial charged

a

with stealing a horse, wagon and harness from
William C. Spears, 117th street and avenue A, on

mC

the 1st or August, 1869. Tho evidence showed that
the accused disposed of the stolen property shortly b0
alterwards to a man In New Jersey, who returned co'
It to Mr. Spours. As tne testimony was not all In WPtill a late hour In the afternoon, and tbo Recorder I,.,
having an oillcial engagement, tue summing up ,ii
was postponed till this morning. ri..

Arrest of a Litwyrr for Alleged Forgery. thi
An exciting episode In connection wltn the

trial of Van Hooaten took place. It
seems that the Grand Jnry have Just found lor
an Indictment tor forgery In the first degree against lov
Alexander H. Heavy, counsel for Van Uousten, the Mr
charge being that he forged a deed by which an old jui
lady named Elizabeth Taylor was, as is alleged, int
swindled out or all her property. When it was wii
learned that Heavy was in Court a bencn warrant 01
was Issued and placed In tnc hands ot Captain Me- del
Closaey, wno, betoro the Court aojonrned. arrested
him. Heavy was astonished, and asked the Kecorderto permit him to go at large till to day. 11m
Honor refused to grant his request and llxed the j
bail at 910,000. It was understood that at a late
hour in the arternoon the accused procured the re- Ru
quislte amount of ball and was released from cus- ma

brt

BROOKLYN COURTS. |
UNITED STATES DISTRICT C3U.IT.

Salt to Recover for Uanaici by a Collision.
Decision of Jm.ie Benedict. an

John Jex vs. The bteamtug Game Cock, Ac.. 01,1

Judge Benedict yesterday rendered the following 't"'
decision In this case:.On the 3d day of February, cui
1372, ihe bark Pallas, lying at a pier, was struck by 11,1
the schooner C. H. Eaton, then in tow of the Uaino e°x
Cock, and injured to a small amount. Tne present be
action Is brought by John Jcx, the owner ol the
bark, to recover ot the tng the amount of the dam- (
ages sustained by him, as owner of the bark, by
reason or the collision. The answer set- np, among j
oilier matters of deronce, that while tno tug was (jft
taking tno schooner Into the slip a cako or rlH
Ice was forced by tho wind and tide against Ed
toe tug and scnooner, which bum, in. ot
wo Wftwow IB CQftWt *iut m i'jtUfVk likl

ARCH 2U. 1872..TRIPLE
id tbat trie damages canned by the collision were
pal re I oy the owners ol the schooner at their
rn expense. The proms show that there was uo
ke or ice which forced the tug an schooner upon
e Pallas, but that tno collision arose soleiy Irom
e mlsmamureinent ol those wno bad charge ot tho '

g and controlled the movements of toe schooner.
ie responsibility oi the tug tor mo damage is aordinulyciear.
rite allegation that the damage was repaired at
B expense ot the owucrs ol t.ie schooner Is not
statuei by the proois. Too bark was repaired,
I toe work was done upon the credit of the bark,
d the bill cnarged to tlie bark was unpaid ut
j commenceinen of this suit. Although " (
oears mat sime the commencement ol tlus 1

uoa the bill has been paid by the person c
10 was mo consignee or the schooner, sucn pay- r

sot cannot upon evidence be held to have been
nte by the owners of ihe schooner, or lor tneir e

Muni, but lor account of trie iibehaut, lor whom i
s consignee acted in respect thereto, and does uot 8
iistnute a ueience to this action. 1 must, thereehold tho ube.lunt entitled to recover herein the n

mages bv him sustained, bj reason of the col- u
ion in tne libel mentioneil, and direct a relerence
ascertain the auiouut ot tne damages. f

SUPREME CJUU-iJrCUL TERM. c

Divisions. a
By Justice ITatU _

oseph A. Cutter et ai vs. rnomas B. WPson..Inicuoudi solved, ou deieudaut stipulatiuu to rear 11

lse, lalte shot t notice oi trial and proceed lrotn I
r to day to tr* said emse, and to waive any and aclaims or undertaking herein,
lays et al vs. i'lionias Judgment for plaintiff. «

u

COURT Of APPcALS. t

Aluany, March 28, 1872. a
'ho following Is the Court ot Appeals day calen- t
r lor March as:.Nos. ao7, ao&, 1/4, i8d, 14, ia3, t
and lui.

BANKRUPTCY. I
portant Question t. ffecting the Celling or Dia- '

posing of Creditors' Claims. u

v

'esterday, in the matter of Theodore H. Vetter- 1

a and Hornhard T. Veiterleln, Judge Blatchford,
tuo United mates District Court, rendered an a

portant decision, in which he holds that It Is a

ltrarv to the Bankruptcy law for creditors to sell
>lr claims to a trustee and receive a compensation
voting in lavor of a resolution appointing the

isieo. As the point is one thai has not specially
reiorore engaged the attention of the Court, but
oi considerable interest to the mercantile comintiy,we give in lull Judgo lilatoniord's

DECISION.
rbe forty-third section of tho Bankruptcy act, in
ovldinir that tne Court nuall couhrui a resolution
i-sed under that section, if it snail appear to It
it me resolution was duly passed, and mat the
ercsti oi Ihe creditors wnl be promoted thereby,
ers to the luterest ot all the creditors, and lis
sign is to put U lu the poser of me Court

protect the Interests of tho^e who
nut vote In lavor of tho resolu>n.Ihe will of three-ionrtus in value of

e creditors whose claims nave been proved is not
control in resuect to the claims ol those who do
pi vole in lavor or the resolution, unless lUo court
en that tue interests 01 tno latter win be promoted
carrying the resolution into effect. Tno t woutcoudsection at the act provides mat a creditor to

ive his demand allowed must uialtu a deposition
ttiug lortit among otuer things that uo agreement
.s been made by iilm 10

sem. on dim i'osk ok his claim,
to receive any conslilerailon whereby anr acrlon
Ills part iu tne proceediuks under tuo act snail no
auy way infected, influenced or comrollud, and
ai 110 claim snail be allowed un.ess all the state- 1
nils 8<*i forth in tlie deposition snail appear to be 1

te. The twenty-nun n section of tne act provides <
at no discharge snail be granted, or, It (
anted, be valid, If tbo bankrupt, or any j

l-son In bis belialt, li.»s influenced tlie
lion of any creditor ai any stage of tne proceed- <
is by auy pecuniary consideration or obligation, i
the present cuse it appears mat ever, one ol ine
editors who bus ctgned Hi'; resolution appointing i
e trustee aua tbe counnitiee lias made an agree* l
jut to sell ins claim to tbe trustee uud to receive t
consideration lor voting in lavor of tne resolution, t
icu bas already received Irom tbe assignee a dm- <
nd ol.sixteen per cent, liy uu agreement signed I
eacb the person uamcil as trustee is, us soou as (
ree-iourihs in value ol tbe croniiors snail lutve
fiied the agreement, to deposit lu tbe hands of
e tiusice enough money to pay to oacii ]
rner nineteen per cent more; and altorysdesignated are to vote on beiialf

such signers for such person as trusj;and when such person is appointed l
rstec and tlie assignee bas conveyed all ino en- i
te to tne trustee und been discharged, tbe asiiguee
to pay to tne Biguers tuo nineteen per cent out t
tne deposit; and such paym :ut is to operate us
assignment oi tue claims oi tne signers to such

rsou as the trustee shun name, liy a couiu.u- i
iraueous ngr -emcnt between the trustee and uio
nkrupts, certain real estate conveyed by mo sous
tbo bankrupts and the wile ol one of tneui 10 a

>rson named bv tue trustee Is to be solo and us
oceeds and oilier moneys 111 tne nanus of sucli
srson are to be paid to itie trustee; ami uie claims
the saul signers are to remain as security to tlio
ustee tor sai l moneys advunceU by mm until me
me and tne sum of
PKLVK TUOL'SAM) FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AS a

COMPENSATION t
r his services us trus'ee slinil be reimbursed to t
in, and alter tne bankruptcy proceedings are i
perseded and the trustee is panl suoii advances
d coinpeusatlon tie is to convey to tne bankrupts
ttiat remains of tlie estate, Certainly tnis Court
n give no sanction to suca an airaugemeut. as
ill might

the bankrupts themselves
appointed trustees. a person wno ts to bold r

e estate under sucti a private trait Is uot a proper j
rsou to be appointed trustee. The forty-thud |
ction provides mat the trustee shall proceed to ^
ud up and settie the estato under the direction
,d Inspection ol Lite couimiiteu ot lite creditors
r the equal oeucIU or all me creditors. Tills trus3has obligated himself, by a private agreement, v
wind up the estate lor tils own hcoctlt and ^

at ol tne scnlng creditors, to the exclusion ot tno j
ui-sigiiing creditors. Moreover, but a single per- L
n Is named as a committee, and he is one who
s signed the agreement relorred to, and will
erebv cease to be a creditor tno inuncut the trus3takes the estate and the nineteen per cent is I
id. A trustee who, after tits anpointmoui, should (
ter into such obligations and arrangements as
use .shown to have been entered Into In advance ,
this trustee, would oe removed by any '

COURT OF EqUiTV. 1

e interests of tue nun-signing creditors are
llberately sacrificed by tlie arrangements
tered into. Under them the trustee has obligated t
nsetf to use the estate to reitnburso

himself his advances and to pay ins 1

mpeusation of $12,6.10. and to turn over t
i rest to tuo bankrupts. The money put into tne a
nds 01 the assignee it is expressly uat eoil shad be t
sd to pay the creditors wli<> sign. .No others can 1
jelve tne nineteen per cent. Those who nave not
;ned appeal to tue court uot to sanction sucn a
seceding. The proposed trustee resides In Pbila- .

Ipbta, and it me estate suoiild pass into Ins hands '

would hold it without Having given securttv, uud t
c from tlie control of any conuntitoo or or this j
tin. The application to confirm tlie resolution is j
med, with costs to the opposing creditors, to be
id by the assignee out ol tue estate. t

EXTENSIVE LARCENY OF JEWELRY.
Fifth Avenue Ilrmidcnt Itoblved ol 9!i,500 '

Worth of IHnmmid* nnil Jewelry. -1

)n Tuesday or laHt week a sneak thief entered j
s privute resldeuce of Clarence Ogdeu, 23) Tilth 1

euue, and, malting his way to Mrs. Ogiien's bed- >

am, look away a chamois Lag containing Uia* c

inds and Jewelry valued at $2,6)0, suspicion fell
on a visitor at the house named E. Giro, who was s

nrding at the St. George, in company with his s

usin, Salvador Picsas. Giro, learning the onicers t:
ire on his track, placet the bag in his *
usln's bureau drawer and lett tor 1'hlla- l|
Iptita. Upon arriving in that city lie was aritedlor a grand larceny previously committed ]
ire, and Is at present held there awaiting trial. 11

the itist Inst. 1'resas louud the bag in nu drawer,
d, not examining its contents, deposited it wltli
bio Uaitie, a restaurant kceperou fourth aVetiue, t
sale keeping. I'resas slates lie called on tne mi- a
vtng day for the bag. Dot Itaitlo refused to give it
him, stating ne Intended returning tne property to "

s. Ogden herself. Battle was snmiiioucd bcioro if
slice Cox. at JeiTerson Market, yesterday morn- J
:, and upon complaint or i'ras is. cliarguig mm 1
th stealing tne goods, was held to bail In me sum {<
$2,i)UO to appear lor examination to-morrow. Ho 11
lied the charge.

VICTIMIZING THE UNWARY. a

it the Yorkvtlle Polico court yesterday Rudolph J
ihlcr. alias cnarles Wilson, wno had been re-
aided on a charge of having swindled Urn. Lam>cnt,mother of the late detective, was again arguedand fuliy committed for trial. Since Ula
eat other complainants have turned np against
n, whose testimony goes 10 show that he has
311 making a regular practice of swlndilug people
some time past. Another or nis victims

Mrs. Kelso, of the corner ol Sixty-seventh street
d Madison avenue, trout whom, it is alleged, ho
tamed a sum ol nionov on a taiso check, purportr10 nave oecn signed by a Mr. htetuwny. The
juaed also attempted to pass one of his false
tcks on Mrs. Shepherd Knapp, of 120 Last. isix- f
in street, but that lady was shrewd enough not (
be caught "napping.'' Otuor complainant' aro
net-ted to rome forward before iho prisoner will 1

put on ins trial. 1

)B8CENE LITERATURE DEALERS PINED.
*

Paltimorf, Md., March 28, 1872.
ludge mimore, oitne criminal Court, on Wodnes-
V imposed flnert of $2o0 each upon Mi. K. C. Huron,David Abercromhie, Join Abercromblo ana
ward T. Nicholson, who were convicted ot Helling
scene newspapers. 'iUe casus will be ukou to
I USMi.tf 4PMAIfc IJ

SHEET.
TIE HAYS-3'DOIWELL HOBICIDL

IpplicaTon Mads in ths Court of Oyer and Tar- J
miner to Admit Hays to Bail Denied.

Ihe Caso font to the GeneralSessions for irial.

Judge Cardozo took nls seat on tnc ocncti of the
'ourt or Oyer and Terminer shortly alter eleven
'clock yesterday morning. A few Seveuih ward 11

ollticluus had taken seats In the court room and 11

ivldcutly were Interested In something which was Y
o come betore the Court. Their anxiety was soon u

et at rest, tor District Attorney Garvin promptly 81

rrivcd on the sce.ie, looking as solemn as he 1

isually does when anything Importaut is on uaud. d
It soon ueoanie kuovn that a motion was to oe l'

aa le by the counsel lor Michael Hays, who is 0

harged with the murder of I'eier O'Donuell, ut the Ul

orner ot Water and Koossvolt streets on the night
r the 17th ol May. in t.te .ear 1*57. Hays was arestedon last Saturday evening, ana the story oftuo 11

aurder was retold at great le iRth In last Suuday's 11

lKRtu). It was stated tuat Detectives Dusenherry u

,nu Kiuriagc, or neanquarrers, captured meir man

iter much difficulty ami au exciting eh tse. It was '*

,lso staled that I lay* had only Oeeu inrce weeks 111 t'
Ins city irom California. If what his friends say 11

nd what his counsel said in open court be true,
lie story ol his hard life In Caliiorula, his return to -v<
tna city three weens ago, and 11

TI1B "EXCITING CHASE"
fter llajH for days by the detectives, requires modi- b

cation. °

Judge Garvin handed lu the affidavit upon which
he indictment lor murder had been found by the ld

Irand Jury against llaya. do Had been ludlcted by 1

Grand Jury iu 167, but tho papers In tho case
rcre mislaid, or, as is said by some of O'Donnell'a
riendB, |3,ooo was pall

TO MANIPULATE THESE DOCUMENTS, M
ind it was necessary that he should oe Indicted 81

igaln.
W. P. Howe, counsel for the prisoner, said that 11

le had a motion to make in the case-namely, that
lavs should bo admitted to ball. As tue Indict- 8

uuut lounu aganui nim, however, by the Urund
lury was lor wi.lul murder, he oaiy made that mo- u
ion as a mere lortnuiny, knowing that His Honor
vouid not accede to it. He made it as preparatory
,o another question, however.namely, that the a
:ase shouid bo tried immediately.
Judge Cardozo.Is your client in Court, sir?
Counsel-No, Your Honor, he is not. it Is not \i

leces^ary thai ne shouid oe here in a motion io oaii. aJudge (.'ariozo.Yes, it Is accessary that lie should
>o here when auy mouou uileciing nun is made. t
ivn.u 11 i Hiioiii(i ueuv uie motion t yCounsel.1 wouid not take advantage of that, sir;
tnd 1 now guar (uteo io Judge Garvin that if it is no- .no.I 1 shall raise uo point on It.
Judge Garviu men consented to waive the pros*

nice oi ilte prisoner, autl Judge Cardozo told the
30UUSJI to proc-ed. l
Mr. flowe.The affidavit, Your Honor, upon winch .

nils inau lias Peon indicted, is made by a nian
named ituciies er. the homicide was coin nutted in tue >

rear IK67. TUia uian has been in this city lour years, s

doing business respectably as a trader, iu Henry jstreet. Yet it was uuiv ou the 5t)i of March last, a
lew days ago, that this ailldnvlt was made oy
lloohester. Now, 1 will show that that affidavit was ,made through sneer revenge, for being re* .

used a sum of money, by this blue*mailer,
Itociiester. I will prove tiiat Kochester went ,
io flays and demanded or linn a sum of
money lately. Hays ro used, and Kochester forth*
will) went and made this artnlavit. Now, Judge .

durviu will bear me out mat wiien i was luloriued .

>1 that I brought the prisoner myself to mo District ?
fctioriiey's ofllce and asked luni if tnere was any dliidlctment against lla.ys by the Grand Jury, Of
joutse l did not suppose lie would leil me, and I
tdded, "Hays himself is now

OUTslllB IN YOUR OFFIOB,
tnd If yon have a warrant ior him you enn arrest i
nm." At the very mod., tuts criuio is mansiaugn«rin the third degree, Ida very affidavit uself
ipeaKs of a scu.Ue. Hays is ready to go ou witn his
rial, and it Is onlv fair to him that no time should
jo lost, lie is uoing business here, and ins lnipris- (1
nuneni Is a great loss to mm. i he second iiart of n
iiv moilon is that tne trial proceed immediately.
Judge Curdmm.What do you say to trie second

".art of'counsel's motion. Mr. District Attorney* .

The District Attorney said mat ne must have time .

,o prepare lor tne prosecution. ;
Judge cardozo.If nie case be tried In this Court

t cannot be tried before tue Mav term. 1 will send
me case to the sessions if you choose, wuero it can
jh tried utter the District Attorney has a reasonable
dine to prepare. ,District Attorney.All 1 waut is a reasonable time. !
Conn -el . it the case oe sent to tue .sessions I cannotrenew iny motion at another tune it you should .

lenv it, Your Honor.
Judge Cardozo- I deny the motion to admit the

prisoner to nail, and 1 will send tuccase to (he ties- ,

slous, with a memorandum oil the order that the ,
case Is sent without prejudice to a renewal of the :
motion to admit to oail at another phase oi the case. :
Friends oi tne prisoner who were In Court say

tliat lie lias been In New f ora lor twelve years. Uo .

was visited at the Tombs Wednesday afternoon ov a
large number oi ticventn waroers. l.eww Koches* '

ter, who made the attlduvtt upon whicn the indictnentwas found by the Grand Jury against Havs,
s married to a sister ol the deceased. J

NCW YORK CITY. n
. ,1

Dr. Mortz, the particulars of whose arrest for not y
opening a case o smallpox appeared in too 0
Irrai.d or Wednesday, has waived an examination /
icforo a police justice, and hi* case has been sent
lirect to tliu Court 01 General Sessions. c

t
Farrcll Moghan. a man urty-four yoars of age, c

vlto had boon com iniited to the Workhouse, Dlack- a

veil's Island by Commissioner Brcnnanon Tuesday g
use, died on VVednesdav night. Coroner Voting was

"

lotiiied to iioid an Inquest over the remains.

Coroner Keenan was yesterday called to 304 East k
Slghth street to hold an Inquest on the body of
ieoriro William Barber, a child of one year old, ^
rho<e death was the result of scalds accidentally k
ecetved by pulling a basin of hot water ironi the il
nine and spilling it ou Ins hock aud shoulders.

a

George D. Rose, of 43 Vandam srreet, appeared
>eiore Justice Cox at the Jefferson Market rolice J!
lourt yesierday atternooa and complained that ou
he 19th Inst. Tryon T. J, Joweit took from his liand u
iu accepted draft lor $l»7 60 and relttsed 10 return A
t. Jewett denied Lite charge, but was held to bail
n the sum or $5 hi to appear for trial. o

_____ d
Hermann Yager, the proprietor of the Fourth a

Yard Hotel, In Catharlno slip, who shot his wile on
Wednesday night while Intoxicated and In a flt of o

ealousy, was arraigned before Judge Scott at '1
Ssscx Market Court yesterday. Mrs. Yager is lying
langcrousiy 111 from mo wounds receive I, and Her- ,,
naun was held to await tuo result oi her injuries. tl

Si
Captain Kennedy, of the Sixth precinct, reported
o Coroner Keenan that Patrick Flood, forty-five I«
rears or age aud born lu Ireland, who had been In a a
loiitlnuous state oi intoxication for a long time
last, had died at 43 Baxter street. Ou St. Patrick's v<
luy deceased tell down while uruuk and cut Ins ti
iead, the wound not havlug healed up to the time
if ins death. ti

Patrick llooncy, a resident of Hiaten Island, while
ojonrmug tn mis city on Wednesday night, became a

oinewliat Cievaieil fro n drink. Yesteruay morning "

ic found hlrascU at inc foot of Filty-seventn street,
Oast River, und nut lor me timely intervention oi n
n o.licer oi the Muetecntu precinct he would have w

irowned himself hi 1110 nver. tie was taken to tno \]
forkvtue Police Court and committed for a lew n

n

A young man named Thomas McUralh was yes- h
crday arrested, charged with stealing from tho h

pariments of Hcruiau Kvuns, ol .Seventy-fourth 11

freer and First avenue, a quantity of sliver and a
old ring, lie was ariuignod at the Yorkvllle J,
olice Court, wnero Mr. Kvaus teslilled to the iact »<
mt alt Dough ins iront rooin whs locked, the accused ,
ut into It and took tne property inontioucd there .

roni. Metiratn was netu tor trial. ,j
T

The Liberal Republican Contral Committee held n
,n adjourned meeting last evening at :i85 Howery,
tobert T. Adams in tno chair, and J. M. Gray Secre- J
ury. Alter the minutes of too lormer meeting c

rere rea l and udoptod ine special committee on '
irgani/.ation reported thut fietieral Merritt ami 1
funeral Walker had come into the movcruenr, and (

vere working industriously in tne inter,or of tne c

tare. A resolution denouncing President Grant 1

md calling on all republicans similarly ininoed to 1

end their names to the .secretary « as also adopted. c

titer appointing a coinodtieo ol three to iiiSko nr- J'
angcmenis lor a mass meeting lu Cooper Institute
he meeting adjourned.

WHAT DOES THI8 MEAN? ,*
Yesterday aiternoon a young woman oi respect- *

tble appearance presented herself before Justioo H

Jouiter, at tne Yorkvllla I'olloo Court, and said sho
iad eo'ue In answer to a wummous" issued by J.
tlui and wished to know what tno charge against c,

ier was. faho was lakon Into the Magistrate's pri- K
fa'e room, Into whicn none are aomiued except s

privileged iiersons. oero she was coiiironitd (So it A
is said) oy another ladr. urrayc i in costly si.ks, ami t<
i>u si.uie charge inane i»y t,nit lady a commitment J
v\ as made out oy one oi tne lawyers o. tne i oiirt, li
who appeared lor the prosecution, au<l tno young It
woman was sent down stairs, ah apple a;lo:i im h
tho papers in the case was made to tns c.-rk oi the p
Court, but ne said ne omnu give it 'ue, tor he
got uvea giveu w*»

6
THE BULLS AND BEARS.
Examination at Jeffersm Market Yesterday*

Did a Brooklyn Minister Lose All His
Fortune in Stook Speculations, and

Others, at the Suggestionof Wcodwarif

The examination In tne caso of William Ileum,
no Wall street broker, was continued before JusIreLea with, at the Jefferson Market Police Court,
eaterilay aJternoon. Mr. Woodward, the last witesson the stand, was ruriuer examined oy AsistantDistrict Attorney suiilvau as follows:.When
was before the referee I testifier there was some
issaiisfaction about adding 1>,joo shares to the
ool; I was also asked tf lucre were any suspicions
u the part of White and myself in reference to the
ildlug of auy uiore slock to the pool, and answered
1 the afflrmuttve.
Redirect by Mr. J. D. Toxnsend and Deviue.I
avo conversed with White aodut mo waller since
le last meeting; have looked at the stenographer's
untiloj <if tun tncliiiuiiiv ,vlr. T/iWimD'hl llPfD nn.

ouuced ihat. lie proposed to u--»K the wltuess the

iliowiug questions put to him beiore the referee in
ic civil suit. T.ie answers are tae ones given by
le witness at the turn:.
Q. Do you remember that, In the spring Of 1870,
eu went upou a Buulay school plcuic or ceiebraou?A. Yea, sir.
g. Uul you hot, at the tune you went oa that
uiulay school plcuic, own a very large amount or
hioand Mississippi oonds or biock? A. Yea, air.

t|. On the day you were on tliut picnic waa not a

irge amount or that stock aoM in the streetf A.
think ho.

Q. Did Mr. White notaell it? A. I don't know.
Q. Did you not hear so y A. I heard ao; yea.
g. Did you not furmah tne siook, or aome part off

i, that Mr. wnito delivered ou some port of thesfr
neat A. I don't kuow but wnat I did.
q. And now mucti old you furnish of that stock
tat Mr. Whiio delivered? A. Not a great deal.
(I. W hat do you mean by uot a great deal ? A. F
had decline to auswor any more questions.
Keioree.dot you proiessod your willingness to
nswer.
W tuiess.Yea, I did, on another part or It.
Mr. Blair.u lie goes into una transaction be baa
right to have all tne tacts come out.
Mr. 8until.1'liat 1 agree to.
g. now inuon oi luai stock did you furnish to Mr.

flute lor delivery i A. 1 snail decline answering
ny more questions on mat subject,
g. 1 wih ask you wnctner Marvin A Co. did not on

tint same isim. lay acnuul day sen that stock t A.
veil, I suall dec.iuc auswenug any mine mentions,
g. Was .viai'^n at tout uuio your brokert A. I

hull decline auHwenug any more questions ou mac
uojeci.
g. 1 will ask you whetaer Samuel M. Mills, a

Holier lu Wall street, dm nut ou tue same day sed
nut stock snort.' A. 1 make tuo same answer as
UH last.
g. i will ask you whether you <11(1 not lurnish

iarvin mat slock which itiay su.d «liort on iliac
tundav noli <ol day, or some pari oi 11/ A. 1 snail
uake ilie Maui answer.
g. Dal you n a luruisli to Samuel .VI. Mil's the

ilock. or some pari oi Uie slock mat Uiey i-olil ou
lint Sunday scujoI day lor delivery / A. 1 snail
nake me same ana win .

g. Had you not advised a Mr. Lounsberry, who
esides lu Drooklyu, Oeiure mat Sunday souoia day
0 uuy tout s<oca t A. J in.u.o lue sauio answer.
g. Dnlu't Mr. Douiisocrry couio lovouuutiie reuraoi mo Sunday soiiooi excursion uiai afieruoou

n luo noat, uiid m a H'ute oi excitement leu you
uai Hiey and ueou selling the stock *uon ou tuat
ay..dr. VVnue aud oiueis/ A. I muxe Hie same
uswer.
g. And did i ou not tell him that you bad not sold
snare/ A. 1 suaii make uie s.iuie answer.
g. And dl>l you not lull Una lUeii not to sell / A.
snail make the mine ausvier.
g. ludu'i you te.l uini men to hold on to the
took mat lie nad nought on your udvico tliat same
licruoou 1 A. 1 snail make too same auswer.
g. nan you not, previous to mat Sunday scnool
a., recommended a oerialn cieurymau in DrookI'Uto ouy tuai stock / A. 1 sliaii mate tUe sauio
uswor.
g. Aud didn't that clorgyinoa loso all he put into

liat s'ock in conseipieiicc oi me mil caused oy tne
aies oa tins suuday school day'/ A. iinuko the
aiue answer.
g. Did you not advise a clerk In Jay Cooke &
o.'s ulUco, pre.ions to mat nuuilay scnool nay, to
iuv me slock.' A. Tile same answer,
g. Aud did lie not lo-e a large suin or money

ii consequence o( the laii caused oy vour selling out
ue stoca ou tuai day / A, lue same answer,
g. 1 will ask you whetjer .nr. wane was not lnercsiodin youi speculation in Onto aud aiississtppi

it tuai inner A. lue same auswer.

g. I wnl ask you, wneiuer ou that day when
(VUite was selling Hie sioek snort, winch stock you
uriushe nuu ai«er io deliver, wuetuer ue was not
interested witu you in mat speculation/ a. ihc
uuic answer.
g. xias uoi tills stock, the Ohio and lisslsuppi,

he name la Wall street, "auuJay school sixes,"
roin uie transactions ol tuat day r A. 'lue same
uiswor.
g. nave you not heard mat you had Ueeu

ihargod with irauu lu ivuli street lu lue trausaelouslu the uuio aud Missis.d.opl t a. i'ue same
.uswer.
<i Uaira frill tint nflHIPU ntl.ir<ylM*int«u

**«»« jv« . vr|»h,w|,vuj

lames.grosuiu out ul mat Ohio uud Mississippi
rausuclion, iu iue uomi oi -brokers, pubiiciy, fu
our own presence? A. Xue same au->wer.

q Aud wneu you are so culled oy those opprobnusnames in iUe Hoard oi brokers do you resent 111
l. Tue name answer.
q. \\ ere you not at that time that you were so

:aned luosc opprobrious uutues tout mat aa opporuaitvwould oo afforded you to disprove tue
barges mat were made almost you? a. Xue same

y. Have you not within the past year been enagedm a very largo stock operation in Hock
amud? (Objected to.) A. 'Xue same answer.
q. mn you not order u large iiuuioer of brokers

ii Wan sir el to buy llock Is ami lor you alter you
,new you were iusoivent i a. i'ne same answer,
y. Didn't a luiae number ol brokers, to the
tnouui souiowliere of liitecn, so auy large amounts
i Hock Isiuud stock, ordered by you, alter you
new you were insolvent, aua were mey not ruined
Hereby ? A. Tno same answer.
q. How much uo you owe to-day ? A. The same
nswer.
q. Are you nut an Insolvent debtor to-day, to
le amount oi *o,uao,oue, growing out of mis Hock
laud operation ? A. i'ne sauie answer.
q. What amount of property nave you settled
poll your wue witlini tue past three or tour years?
.. Xue same answer.
q. whai amount nave you so settled upon them,

r any ol lUein, during tue pusi year.wile and cnitreut A. rne Suiue answer.
q. or during tue past two years? A, ITie same
nswer.
q, Have you not, within the course of the last two
r lureo years, s.tilled upon your wue and lamuy
uout tnosum of eigut liuu ired luousaud dollars?
. The same answer.
q. Are you uoi now living upon the Interest or
at sum, wuile your creditors iu Wad street, to ilie
uiouut of several millions, go uuptud i A. The
ime answer.
q. Have you raauo. since the speculation in Rock
iluiid, when so many brokers were ruuied, any
taremeut of your affairs in Wall street? a. same
nswer.
y. Have you pall anything in Wall street to
our creditors wnoin you now owe wno lost on that
*ansactiou i A. S.uno answer.
q. Do you not owe in wan street a large amount
lai resulted in those large speculations r A. same
nswer.
Mr. Sulnvau quoted (Iroenlnat on evidence and
decision oi Judge Totter in me Court of Appeals,
nd also i.lustratcd nis views by quoting a teiefjnlni'<u>ut)ALrll Will I'll tit) lliltl Ol»-t?l* VOti In ft rnmii.

pauer, to the eiieet mat a lady uau declined to
ppear lr Court in eouseuueoce ul being subjected
> such examination, ami mat lue Ju lgo hud said
>tue pari v examining the lady in »uou manner
tat no mav have guinea bis t;ase, out mat ne
'ouid leave tne court au object ol detestation.
Mr. 1'owuseud i-atil tuai, w.ine tie wouid not of
is own motion introduce in any Court an authority
ased Upon a newspaper letegram, lie wool accept
il -rase as en ireiy carrying out Ins views ut tno
uesiion. It was very evident mat me Court had
oriented such examination to oe had. aim 11c unite
a reed that such examination ol a woman, carriou
a the extent Mtaied oy Mr. tsutlivuii, would cert itnly
I'cctvcii coudcmuation. Itut miss..timamy avoided
tie question. la woodward's case trie matter was

tilereul. The uu('*UoususH.eii ol ul u were directly
eicvaui to tue question aituuuaii collateral to tbo
*uue. . _ ..

Mr. Tovrnsend circd «everai caw lit support of Ida
lOHitiou, aud argued thai me position taken o» Mr
MHllVllIl VVOH lUU lifOlttiy UIHl llOt 0Y I liC

ipinion ol Ju ige Porter, mat me opinion ot Judge
oner was oased upon an appeal woeu the que*,
teu raised on the trial below was wnettier t;to pn»ipcrhad commuted lorger., and when the question
xciuded was wlietltcr iltu witness nail coiutnitr<H
idnnery. 'Jins was entirely irrelevant to tue issue
il lorgery. and could not eveu remotely ujrect his
redii II auswere I In the atllriuaiive. dr. lOwuscud
noil luriher uii opinion ol Judge l'ecgfiani lu the
;oiirt of Appeals, and a case iroiu VawUib' rtcpors.
Judge Ceilwuli reserved ms deiismn.
Mr. Marvin, of the lirui oi Marvin .V Co., brokers,
.as next ca ied, aud testilled to an interview held
i tbelr oniee betwoeu Heatb, Y»ung nud White,
roodward said to lleaih, 'You will re.no nber well
ach ure responsible lor oiie-tUirddon't know
.list Ueatb's reply was.
cross-examined.Wo are stock broker-, doing a
»nimission business; dot.'t Enow how long 1 n id
iiowii Woodward and Wnite prior to tno aoove
nuversatiou: tuey had transactious wltu us m
cadnig stock, also lu Ohio and Mississippi stock,
Iso iu .Northwest common prelerred; Woodward
Wune have beou large operators in our oalce.

> the extent of millions ol debars; on no iota of
uly Wnite proposed that he, fleam au Woodward
old on to Hie stock, sell it out and buy it back at a
iwer Uaure; licatu sani it was a new bii.-iiioss to
tin in operate kit stocks; Heath accepted lue pro.
osition mad by While in no d 011 to the stock,
he case was here adjourned until Wednesday next
tttlMttJIe


